
March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commissions
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

JeCKEl FfU: COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Madison Elementary School PTA of
Janesville, WI. to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, an January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this
fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on the content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions
on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V(viofence), S(sexual depiction and nudity) and L(language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than on rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, or more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC & that it include parents; &

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to deter­
mine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue so important to children and families.

Sin~ ;(, 0:::::::::;//lC.Jv'l,./,l""?"-tf--- ___

Janesville, Wisconsin 53545
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~~3~rman R~~d Hundt and FCC comm~3510ner5

iji9 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

uear Chalrman Hundt and Commlssioners:

a: CS Docket No. 97-55, !'CC 97-34

DOCKETFliE COPyORIGINAL

r am wntina on behalf of the National PTA and the Ea~tern Elementarv PTA to
'foice !rr'j opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack -Valenti,
Chair of the 'IV Ra ting Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating
symbol on the 'IV screen does not prov~de sufficient content informatlon so that
£)arent3 can make deci3ion~ about what i~ appropriate TV programming for their
children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwt.elmiug paLenc
~refer'?nce for a ra'C.ing system that. gives parent.s informat.ion about the content
of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and
Media Studie5 Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves
based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry 'IV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, i3 required to determine whether the indu3try's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe thi~ sy~tem does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
3Ystem. Instead, we request the following:

"

.,.

..

That under no clrcumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
~ystem. Further, the FCC should accept no rating SY:5tem that does not
include content information about programs such as V (for violence), S
~for sexual depiction and nUdity) and L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would alloW' parent:s
to recelve more t.han one ra~ing system:

That the rating icon on the 'IV screen be made larger, more prominently
placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a
program:

That the ratlng board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that
it include parent:s: and

That any rating 3Y3tem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
r~search to determ~ne if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank: you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
;ind families.

slncerely,

No. of Copies rec'd,--O _
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March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

UOCKET FILE COpy ORiGiNAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97..55, FCC 97-34
We are writing on behalfofthe National PTA and the Stewart Elementary PTA to voice our opposition to the v­
chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents infonnation about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, US. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content infonnation about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required the determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
ofthe Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, theFeC should
accept no rating system that does not include content infonnation about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for language)~

*That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent ofthe industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets the
needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

~IY'/l •• /

MarkCa~
Yankton, SD 57078

No. ot Copies rac'dL--_()~_
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Moretha E. Johnson
2348 13th Place, N. E.

Washington, D. C. 20010-1110

March 17,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.,Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

C{)CKET ,r::If r~ (',fl, 0\,01 n' ,
-, ',' '\;i" r ",RIG/NAt.

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and as a member of the Board of Managers of the District of
Columbia Congress of Parents and Teachers to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as pesented
by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does ot provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what
is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate
overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were condected by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want
to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V (for
violence), S (sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enought that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets
the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

'-----J, S,incerel
Y

,' , "i,/

11~~f-~
Moretha E. Johs
Washington, e o
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March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW, Rm 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners,

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA, Florida PTA, Broward County Council of PTA and Walter C.
Young PTA to voice my opposition and that of my fellow PTA members to the v-chip rating system
presented by Mr. Valenti in January. The rating symbol which appears on the screen does not provide
sufficient information for a concerned and vigilant parent to make appropriate decisions about TV
programming for their children, because age-based rating doesn't meet the needs of parents whose
children exhibit differing ranges of understanding that has nothing to do with age -- and that is all of us!.
The National PTA, US New and World Report and others conducted surveys this past fall which indicated
that parents want to have the right and responsibility to make choices for themselves about what is proper
programming based on the content of the program. Any rating system which doesn't include content
descriptions on screen and in the TV scheduling periodicals is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I don't think the system proposed by Mr. Valenti
meets this requirement, and so plead with the FCC not to approve this rating system. I would ask instead,
that the following be substituted as requirements of the industry:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should acccept no rating system that does not include content information about programs
such as V (Violence), S (sexual depiction and nudity) and L (language);
That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;
That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, be more prominently displayed on the
screen and appear more frequently during the course of a program;
That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it definitely include
parents; and
That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

~~!ts.~U]tm£l,rr'?~ ~ :,,10e,.l~~0£te..T.a~iD.a. thi!l. r~g~~~t .< !:,a!.~~!s) ..~r~.~~~. ?n;~ .~h()~uy the prod~cts
already happened. These are also the people who have the power to turn off the TV. These people are
those who have only one axe to grind and it isn't greed or popularity or hit shows or any of that - the axe
they grind is saving the children ---this should be your goal as well. Thank you for this opportunity to
comment on an issue so important to children and families.



SAMPLe-LETTER TO THE FCC

Your letter must be received by April 8, 1997

March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKETFIf.E COpy ORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and theDvJILj [Ie~t-~~1.cPu~:'dis­
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate'l<:overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and VUJrld Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren: Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry

TV scheduling is useless. (fa}--t~~ -te JK ~<.- ~&--{2 !~ /

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of1996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,!'v~ [k d~
(

Your Name

Town.s~~ I I~' /lflf-!)Q

I n I)



After conducting a national survey of our members, the National PTA held a press confer­
ence on November 21, 1996, to release our findings. We garnered exceptional press coverage
in newspapers throughout the country, on numerous radio stations, and on NBC, CBS, ABC,
FOX, and CNN. We also presented the survey results to Jack Valenti and the Television
Ratings Implementation Group for use as they devised their rating system. After the rating
group released its ratings, we voiced our opposition to the proposed system to the FCC, Mr.
Valenti, and joined almost 30 other national organizations calling for content descriptors for
television programs. And finally, we called on the FCC to accept public comment and hold
hearings on this issue.

On February 7, 1997, the Federal Communications Commission initiated an eight-week com­
ment period on the proposed industry rating system. Between February 7, 1997, and April 8,
1997, the FCC will accept comments from individuals and organizations. The Telecommuni­
cations Act of 1996 requires the FCC to "consult with appropriate public interest groups and
interested individuals from the private sector" about the industry's voluntary plan, and then to
determine if"such rules are acceptable to the Commission."

To file comments, you must mail an original letter or send an e-mail message by April 8,
1997 to the FCC.Your letter will be distributed to all members of the FCC and included in
the public record. All letters and e-mail messages MUST include the docket number: CS
Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34.

Before April 8th, 1997, I urge you and your local PTA members to contact Reed Hundt,
Chairman of the FCC to voice your opposition to the industry rating system and request a
rating system that includes program content descriptors.You can use the enclosed sample let­
ter as a guide, but a personalized letter-typed or handwritten-that includes your feelings
about this issue will have the most impact. Please submit your comments-letter or e-mail
message to:

Mr. Reed Hundt and the 'FCC Commission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554
e-mail address: vchip@fcc.gov

So that we can gauge the level of participation of PTA members to this CALL TO ACTION,
please mail, fax, or e-mail a copy of your letter to me:

Joan Dykstra, President
National PTA
330 N. Wabash, Suite 2100
Chicago,IL 60611-3690
fax: (312) 670-6783
e-mail: information@pta.org



2151 Blake Blvd SE
Cedar Rapids, IA 52403
March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street NW Room 222
Washington, D. C. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners"
RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET F!1 FCOpy ORIGINAL

I am writing to state my objection to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The
proposed system does provide adequate information for parents or caregivers to make
decisions about what is appropriate viewing for their children.

Major surveys released this fall by several organizations (National PTA, US News and
World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper) reported that families and caregivers
want a rating system based on content. Parents want to determine which shows are suited
for their children based on content descriptions.

There are over 30 groups concerned with youth and they support a rating system that
includes program content descriptions. As an individual, I also support content description
for television ratings of shows.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this issue which carries great importance
for children and families.

Sincerely,

~~
Cedar Rapids, Iowa

NQ. of Copies rec·d.__(J_-__
UstABCOE



March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Conmission
Office of the Secretary
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

HE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97 - 34

DOCKET r:!i f." COPY ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National Pl'A and the Mason Elementary Pl'A in
Canton, Ohio to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by
Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997.
The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide SUfficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
prograrmning for their children. We as parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for our children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system
has met statutory requirements of the Telecor.mnunications Act of 1996. I do not
believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating
system. Instead, I request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include
content information about programs such as V( for violence), S( for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip brand broad enough that would allow parents to
receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed
on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it
include oarents: and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Sincerely,

cz
C/l0_.
»0co-
0°e.g
rTJ ~l



March 17, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
cio Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FfLE COpy ORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Stewart Elementary PTA to voice our opposition to the v~

chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, US. News and World Report. and Media Studies
Center/Roper. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required the determine whether the industryls rating system has met statutory requirements
of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not
approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should
accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for
sexual depiction and nudity), and L(for language);

*That FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine ifit meets the
needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

~o. of Copies rec'd 0
list ABCDE



~~h. Leha K. Hayh
3480 N 2320 W Road

Bou~Ronnaih, IL 60914
19th Day ot ~a~ch in the 1997th Yea~ ot the Lo~d

~~. Reed Hundt g the TCC Commihhion
Ottice ot the Sec~eta~y

1919 ~ St~eet N.W., Rm 222
Wahhington, DC 20554

Rc: CS Docket No. 97-55, fCC 97-34

I ht~ongly Suppo~t the "Dehc~iptive Content-Bahed Rating SYhtem"
ta~ aRove the Age-Bahed Rating SYhtem.

It ih my Reliet that many p~og~amh on ou~ 7elevihionh today
need cenho~hhip. Not only hhowh and movieh though, Rut
comme~cialh hhould Re cenho~ed ah well, to ta~get app~op~iate

audienceh. S ex.ual comme~cialh (al~eady on today), huch ah hO
many oRhcene hexual Health CluR adve~tihementh and the like,
hhould Re limited only to movieh ~ated with the S, the Sex.ual
Content and nudity p~og~amh. And thuh, f amily o~iented hhowh
~ated {} with {}ene~al level adve~tihementh ah well.

It jUht heemh we deteat ou~ goal when huch dihguhting comme~cialh

a~e pe~mitted du~ing good wholehome family p~og~amh deg~ading

ou~ family valueh and mo~alh to huch tilth.

7hank you to~ you~ etto~th.

cc

No. of Copies rec'd
List ABCDE ------



March 1997 GOCKEl FiLE COpy ORIG\NAL

Chainnan Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Clot Federal COMmuniCatiOns COmmission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

AE: CS Docket No. 87-55, FCC 87-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Westdale PTA, Inc. to voiCe my oppoSitiOn to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti; Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content Information so that parents can make decisions about What Is appropriate TV
programming for their children Major SIJI'W~ rftlfol8Red thi~ f~" whir.h demonstratf' t)verwhelming
parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of
programs were (X)ndueted by the National PTA, V.S. News ant:! World Report, .and Medi~.
Studies Center!Boper.. Parents~ not want the TV industry to In~ret~ is best.f9r chIldren.
Parents want to make those ChoIceS themselves based on content InformatiOn about the program.
Ant rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, Is required to determine whether the Industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the IndUstry rating system. Instead we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the Industry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not includecontent
information about programs such as V (for violence) ,S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-ehip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominentty placed on
the screent and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

That the rating board be Independent of the industry and the FCC and that It
nduM parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs of the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely, t3 1(
o

o



March 1997

!JOCKET FILE: COpy ORIGINAL
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
C/OI Federal CommunicatiOns Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 87-55, FCC 87-34

t am Writing On behalf of the National PTA and the Westdale PTA, Inc. to voiCe my oppoSitiOn to
the v-chlp rating system as presented by Jack Valenti; Chair of the TV Rating Implementation
Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient
content information so that parents can make decisions about what Is appropriate TV
progr8mmirl{!for ~ir milrlr43n. MQjor SIJrv9YS f~!e~~~ thi~ ~~Il ~~i119!"!'V'~A.+~ ~'_~~!mir.g

parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the oontent of
programs were conducted by the National PTA, Y.~. News and World Repor;t , and Med~
Studies CenterIBoper. Parents do not want the TV Industry to interpret what IS best for children.
Parents want to make those choices themselves based onoontent information about the program.
Ant rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, Is required to determine whether the Industry'S rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the Industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the IndUstry's rating
system. Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not inciudeoontent
information about programs such as V (for violence) ,S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and
L (for language);

That the FCC require a V-ehip band broad enough that would allow
parents to receive more than one rating system;

That the rating ioon on the TV saeen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen. and appear more frequently during the course of the program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that It
ncJL~ ::,~r~",!S: ,!nd , ,

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent
research to determine if it meets the needs 01 the parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

1\ \

~~/ ) ,

v. I'
~Copiesrec'd 0
UstABCDE



March 16, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M. Street N.W. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

OOCKETF[ECOPYOR~WAL

As a member of the National PTA, Louisiana PTA, and Youree Drive Middle School PTSA,
I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating system on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents do not want the TV
industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices
themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following:

1) That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. The
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information;

2) That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

3) That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

4) That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

5) That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to my grandchildren.

Sincerely,

&ui~
Carol Fullilove
Shreveport, LA

oNo. of Copies rec'd. _
ListABCDE



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
clo Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC. 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

:j()CKET pi.F COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Elmore Park Middle School PTA to voice my opposition
to the v-chlp rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents Information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U. S. News
and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what
is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content description on the screen and publicized in
periodicals that carry TV scheduling Is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that the
FCC not approve the Industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

*

*

*

*

*

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not Include content Information about programs
such as V (for violence, S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language):

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
It meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely~ __

'1'~. p~ lUCjf2~
Bartlett, Tennessee

No. 01 Copies rec'd__-­
UstABCOE



March 1S, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

G~CKETFHJ COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Snowden PTA in Memphis Tennessee to voice
my opwsition to the y-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decision about wh~t is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and
World Repott, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to
interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based
on content information about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on
the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, bylaw, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, I request the
following: "

-That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system. Further,
the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about
programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

-That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

-That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently ptaced on the screen,
and appear more frequently dUring the course of a program;

. -That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents;
and

- That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine
if it meets the needs of parents.

~....
Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

o
Sincer,ely, ""-

q{~P,VM~~
No. of Copies rec'd
list ABCDE "---



Mareh-1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N. W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS DOCKET No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

o

We are writing on behalfof the National PTA and the Roosevelt PTA to voice our opposition to the v­
chip rating systems as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on
January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content infonnation so
that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major
surverys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News
and World Reports, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret
what is best for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content
infonnation about the program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and
publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating systems. Instead, we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Fnther, the
FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such
as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for lanuage);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broard enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

That the rating icon on the TV sereen be made larger, more prominently placed on the sereen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

?~\ \J'i'{\
Roosevelt PTA
Battle Creek, MI 49015

No. of Copies rec'd
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W, Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

,'OC"~"·'·~ , 1\ I. i
.., I\l.. J

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

, ; , jJ1D
I am (we are) writing on behalf of the National PTA and the l·tt.]Sht Cpo (local, council, dis-
trict, or state PTA) to voice my (our) opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack
Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The r2ting symbol on
the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which
demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about
the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World Report, and Media
Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their chil­
dren. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the program.
Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen andp\lblicized in periodicals that carry

_TY!che_Q\lJ!gg~~~~e~~.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act ofl996. I (we) do not believe this system does so and
ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than
one rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if
it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

\
,. I

Sincerely,

Your Name
Town, State

,',' /
'J/ !, ,,---I ,,' :~ f;l' ,",/{-u/ l\./le ~Y1,-'i.1.1 ~Y. ',':j .... {(./
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DOCKET FILE COpy OFi/GfNAL

Mar"ch 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt & FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing on behalf of the National PTA and the EMMONS
School PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating
system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group, on January 19, 1997. The rating symbol
on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content
information so that parents can make decisions about what is
appropriate TV programming for their children. Parents want
to make those choices themselves based on content information
about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the
industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry
rating system. Instead, we request the following:

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the
industry's rating system. Further, the FCC should accept no
rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would
allow parents to receive more than one rating system;

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more
prominently placed on the screen, and appear more
frequently during the course of a program;

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and
the FCC and that it include parents; and

* That any rating system approved be the FCC be evaluated by
independent research to determine if it meets the needs of
parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment of an issue so
important to children and families.

No. of Copies rec·d._O _
LlstABCOE



Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

March 16, 1997

DOCKET Fit ECOpy ORIG!NAL

o

I am writing as a member of the National PTA and PTA President of Sunrise Elementary School
in Citrus Heights, California and mother of five children. I am opposed to the current TV rating system.
This current system does not allow me sufficient information to make an informed decision on what
television shows are appropriate for my children. I don't want the television industry deciding for me
based upon an indiscriminate age what is appropriate for my children. I would like to make n informed
decision based upon a knowledge of the program content.

I am in favor of the proposed rating system: V (program includes violent scenes), S (program
has sexual depiction and nudity) and L (program has improper language).

I believe that the rating board be independent of the industry and FCC and that parents from all
walks of life be included.

I appreciate this opportunity to comment on an issue important to me.

Sincerely,

~.~~
Marie Simmons
7976 Coral Oak Way
Citrus Heights, CA 95610

~o. ot Copies rac'd
List ABCDE ----



March 17, 1997

.
Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34
We are vv-riting on behalf of the National PTA and the Stewart Elementary PTA to voice
our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV
Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen
does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U.S.
News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system
without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required the determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we
request the following:
*That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industryts rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V(forviolence), S(for sexual depiction and nudity),
and L(for language)

*That FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system;

*That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program;

*That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include
parents; and

*That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

~ UA'-
KeneYC~f
Yankton, SD 57078 o

~o. of Copies roc'd
LIst ABCDE '----



M.• !".h 10, I')')";

( 'l1a i \'Ina\) I\(·(·d llund I. and FCC COITJ!! iss i one r s

c/o Federal Corrrnunications Cormdssion

1(,19 MStreet N. W. , Room 222

Wi'tshington, IX 20554

I), .1' Chai rman Ilund t and COIm1i ss janel's:

RI .. <:S Docke I. No. 97·, 55, FCC 97· 34

DOCKET FiLE COpy ORIGINAL

111'1 writing O\) behalf of the Nat lOnaJ PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my

oppos j t i on to the v-ch ip rat i ng 3,y'stem as presented by :Jack Valent i, Chai r of the

TV Rat i ng Implementation Croup, ,)n January 17 I 1997. The rating symbol on the

T'. screen does not prov ide suff icient content informa~ion so that parents can

m,)ke decis ions about what is appropriate TV prograrmll ng for their chi ldren.

Majur surveys released this fall .vhich demonstrate overr/helming parent preference

; "..I rating system that gives pc:,rents informationabol,t the content of programs

\', ; " cOl\duc led by the National PTA, U. S. News and Wor ld '''"eport, and Media Studies

C. 1\ kr/l{opl,r. Paren ts do not. wall\. t.he TV industry \.0 ir'.terpret what is best for

It .,j!" ,~hi Idl'l'!\. Parent.s want l< rnak(~ t.hose choices lIll''Hselves based on content

II I o 1'1 lid I. iOl\ about t.he prognun. ,\ny f',ltillg system wi th,)ut content descriptions

\)1 th,' ,;\'1','('1\ :\1\<1 puhl iciz('d In:, I'iodicals that. carry '.V scheduling is useless.

I'll ~ 1:(,(" by Iaw lis requi red to cietermine whether the lldustry' s rating system

ha;; met statutory requirements of the Telecorrrnunicativ1s Act of 1996. I do not

b(' : ieve thi s system does so and ',.sk that the FCC not appi ove the industry rating

.yst:~rn. Instead, I request the following:

)( That under no circumstanCf':; should the FCC approvf'.· the industry's rating

sy:; tern. Further, the FCC :-'lould accept no rating system that does not

"

inc l ude call tent j nformat ie., about prograrns such <lE. V( for violence) , S (for

:;('xu,t1 d('picLion and nudit/) and L(for language); ()
NQ. ot Copies rec'd'--__­
ListABCOE



----------------------------------------

• nidI II\(' H:C n:quil'e u V chip llalld broad l!1I0Ugll lhal would ullow purenls

to !'pcC'iv(' morp than on(' r:'\ting sy.'::lpm;

• ThaI the rating icon on the TV screen be made lax gel', more prominently

placed on the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a

program;

• That the rat ing board be in:iependent of the industry and the FCC and that

it inc 1ude parents; and

K ThaI any rating syslem approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent

research to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

'1'1 .<ilk you for this opportuni ty to corrment on an issue S'J important to chi ldren

a:,: families.

S i lICe re I y , 1\ _./

1~1HMJ1

.".



Mil I'd,) 10. I <)()7

(J:,' i rman Reed Hundt and PCC Comni ssioners

c '0 Federal Communications Com,,: ssion

I J1 9 MS t r c e tN. W. , Room 222

W;\shing ton, DC 20554

Il( 'd I' Chit j nmm Ilund t and Corani ss 1one r s:

\',' . CS I)ockp l No. 97 55, F(X~ 97 '~4

OOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I.\ITl WI' it i Ilg Oil bellal f of the Nat lonal PTA and the West Virginia PTA to voice my

0l\osi t i on to the v-chip rating ':ystem as presented by Jack Valent i , Chai r of the

r Rating Implementation Group. on January 17, 1997. lhe rating symbol on the

TV screen does not provide suf ~; dent content information so that parents can

m,'Ke decisions about what is appropr iate TV prograrrrn: ng for their chi Idren.

M<I j or :·;urveys I'e leased this fall which demonstra le over'{helming parent preference

f(,' a rat.ing system that gives p"l'ents information abou:: the content of programs

WI'" conduc ted by the National PTA, U. S. News and War ld Report, and Media Studies

"1; I l'r/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to il'.terpret what is best for

II (,j r ,:hi IdrVll. Parents want le make those choices lhe:nselves based on content

ill.I'orl1ldliol\ ahout the progrmn. I\ny rating syslernwith)ut content descriptions

0\ tl\(' ser,'('l) and publ icizcd in! ('riodicals that c,u.... y TV scheduling is useless.

Tlw I:C.'C, by Jaw, is required to "etermine whether the industry's rating system

he)" fIlet statutory requirements ('·t the Telecorrmunicatiu,ls Act of 1996. I do not

be I j eve thi s system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating

s) ';lC'1lI. ll)stead, I request the ~ol1owing:

x I'hdl under no circumstance·; should t.he FCCapproVt~ the industry's rating

c;y~;tell1. F'urther, the FCC ~:.'\10uld accept no rating system that does not

j I\C \ lIde con It:nt informat ie' .. abou t programs such a~ V(for violence) I S(for

.,.

:-;l'xu,li depiction and nudl\y) and L(for language);
No. of Copies rec'd~O _
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